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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH{S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent temfi adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to Gommunication(s) filed on 27 May 2003 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11. 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-21 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-21 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)[E1 The drawing{s)'filed on 15 November 2000 is/are: a)n accepted or b)lE l objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
'11)Q The proposed^drawing correction filed on ^ - is: aO approved b)Q disapproved lDy tHe E)cammerr-'^-^^ 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 
12)n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

— 13)Q--AGknowledgment is-made of a claim for-foreign priority under 35-U.S.G^§^-19(a)-{d) or-(f)r ~~~~ 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

30 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
applicatiorrffwrrthe*lnte^ 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) ^ Acknowledgment is made of.a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. The Applicants' amendment, filed 27 May 2003, has been received, entered into the record, 
and considered. 

2. As a result of the amendment, claims 1, 6, 7, 11 and 15 have been amended, and new claims 
16-21 have been added. Qaims 1-21 are pending in the application. 

Priority 

3. The applicants' claim to domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) based on provisional 
application 60/ 172,304, filed 16 December 1999, is acknowledged. 

The Invention 

4. The claimed invention is a method of customizing television content based on a user profile, 
and integrating a preferred display component (such as Intercast, closed- captioning or Teletext, as 
disclosed by the specification) with a decoded television signal. 

Drawings 

5. The drawings are objected to because they fail to show necessary textual labels of features or 
symbols in Figures 1 and 2 as described in the specification. For example, reference number 8 refers 
to the processors; reference nimiber 6 refers to display components. Additional imlabeled reference 
numbers are 44, 48, 77, 80, 82, and 84. The labeling of numbered elements adds the additional detail 
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necessary^for the reader to fully understand these elements at a glance. The labels used in the 
drawings should be sufficiendy self-explanatory as to not require the reader to refer to the 
specification. See 37 CFR 1.83. 37 CFR 1.84(n)(o), rccited below: 

"(n) Symbols. Graphical drawing symbols maybe used for conventional elements 
when appropriate. The elements for which such symbols and labeled representations are 
used must be adequately identified in the specification. Known devices should be illustrated 
by symbols which have a universally recognized conventional meaning and are generally 
accepted in the art. Other symbols which are not universally recognized may be used, subject 
to approval by the Office, if they are not likely to be confused with existing conventional 
symbols, and if they are readily identifiable. 

(o) Legends. Suitable descriptive legends maybe used, or maybe required by the 
Examiner, where necessary for understanding of the drawii^, subject to approval by the 
Office. They should contain as few words as possible." 



Claim Objections 

6. In view of the amendment to claim 7, the pending claim objection is withdrawn by the 
examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

7. In view of the amendment to claim 7, the examiner withdraws the pending claim rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 112. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which fom:is the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this tide, if the differences between the subjea matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole woiild have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subjea matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the marmer in which the 
invention was made. 
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9. The factual inquiries set forth in Grahamv. John Deere Ca, 383 US. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), 
that are applied for establishing a bacl^round for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C 103(a) 
are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

10. This application currentiy names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was 
commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the 
contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and 
invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made 
in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C 103(c) and potential 35 
US.C 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C 103(a). 

11. Qaims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8, 11, 12 and 16-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
impatentable over Sezan et al. (U.S. Patent 6,236,395) in view of Banker et al. (U.S. Patent 
5,485,221). 

12. Regarding claim 1, Sezan et al. teaches an apparatus for customizing television content 
operable to run on a computing platform electrically coupled to a receiver which is electrically 
coupled to a display device, the apparatus operable to receive supplemental data from a 
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supplemental data database maintained by a television service provider as claimed, the apparatus 
comprising: 

a) a television tuner/ decoder operable to receive television signals from the television service 

provider and decode the received television signal (see col. 2, line 65 through col. 3, 
line 16; see also col. 4, lines 3-11; see also col. 7, lines 50-63); 

b) a profile database operable to store a viewer profile (see disclosure of the user description 

scheme, analogous to the claimed profile database, at col. 5, line 36 through col. 6, line 
22); and 

c) a filter module electrically coupled to said profile database, said filter module operable to 

access the viewer profile and in response, to select a preferred display component 
according to the viewer profile, the preferred display component operable to target a 
particular viewer relative to other viewers (see col. 3, lines 48-59; see also col. 9, lines 
48-52; see also col. 10, lines 31-37). 

Besides simply using the profile database to provide customized program content, Sezan et 
ai. also teaches the use of the user description scheme (analogous to the claimed profile database) to 
customize device settings, such as display brightness, contrast and volume (see col. 11, lines 6-22; see 
also col. 23, lines 1-7). 

Sezan et aL does not explicitly teach an apparatus for customizing television content further 
comprising a supplemental data extractor operable to receive supplemental data from the television 
signal provider, and an overlay coupled to said television tuner/ decoder to receive the decoded 
television signal and to said filter module to receive the preferred display component, said overlay 
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operable to integrate said decoded television signal and said preferred display component for 
combining display via a display device. 

Banker et aL, however, teaches an apparatus for customizing television content further 
comprising a supplemental data extractor operable to receive supplemental data from the television 
signal provider (see col. 3, lines 30-47), and an overlay coupled to said television tuner/ decoder to 
receive the decoded television s^nal and to said filter module to receive the preferred display 
component, said overlay operable to integrate said decoded television signal and said preferred 
display component for combining display via a display device (see col. 3, lines 30-47 and lines 57- 
65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the references, since they are both of the same field of endeavor, that is, the delivery of 
desired multimedia content to a subscriber television from a multimedia data repository (see Sezan 
et aL, Abstract; see also Banker et aL, Abstract). 

It would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Sezan et aL to provide the ability to integrate content from 
multiple media sources, since this would enable the display of mxdtiple services of text and video 
simultaneously without requiring an additional tuner and without occupying more than a single band 
of the broadband television signal, as well as enabling several different virtual channels to be defined 
from the composite video signal, which has the advantage of providing the subscriber nxunerous 
different services without a corresponding increase in bandwidth (see Banker et aL, col. 5, lines 1- 
9). 
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13. Reganiing claim 6, Sezan et al. teaches a method perfomied on a computing platfomi that 
is associated with a display device and a receiver for providing functionality associated with an 
apparatus for customizing television content as claimed, the method comprising: 

a) storing a viewer profile in a profile database (see disclosure of the user description 

scheme, analogous to the claimed profile database, at col. 5, line 36 through col. 6, line 
22); 

b) receiving a television signal from the television signal provider (see col. 2, line 65 through 

col. 3, line 16; see also col. 4, lines 3-11; see also col. 7, lines 50-63); 

c) accessing the viewer profile in the profile database (see disclosure of the user description 

scheme, analogous to the claimed profile database, at col. 5, line 36 through col. 6, line 
22); and 

d) selecting a preferred display component according to the viewer profile, the preferred 

display component operable to target a particular viewer relative to other viewers (see 
col. 3, lines 48-59; see also col. 9, lines 48-52; see also col. 10, lines 31-37). 

Besides simply using the profile database to provide customized program content, Sezan et 
al also teaches the use of the user description scheme (analogous to the claimed profile database) to 
customize device settings, such as display brightness, contrast and volume (see col. 11, lines 6-22; see 
also col. 23, lines 1-7). 
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Sezan et al. does not explicitly teach a method for cmtomizing television content further 
comprising receiving supplemental data from a display component database, and integrating the 
received television signal and said preferred display component for combining display to a viewer. 

Banker et al, however, teaches a method for customizing television content further 
comprising receiving supplemental data from a display component database (see col. 3, lines 30-47), 
and integrating the received television signal and said preferred display component for combining 
display to a viewer (see col. 3, lines 30-47 and lines 57-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the references, since, they are both of the same field of endeavor, that is, the delivery of 
desired multimedia content to a subscriber television from a multimedia data repository (see Sezan 
et aL, Abstract; see also Banker et al., Abstract). 

It would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Sezan et al. to provide the ability to integrate content from 
multiple media sources, since this would enable the display of multiple services of text and video 
simultaneously without requiring an additional tuner and without occupying more than a single band 
of the broadband television signal, as well as enablir^ several different virtual channels to be defined 
from the composite video signal, which has the advantage of providing the subscriber niunerous 
different services without a corresponding increase in bandwidth (see Banker et aL, col 5, lines 1- 
9). 
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14. Regarding claim 1 1, Sezan et al. teaches a method performed on a computing platform that 
is associated with a display device and a receiver for providing fimctionality associated with an 
apparatus for customizing television content as claimed, the method comprising: 

a) storing a viewer profile in a profile database at a viewer location (see disclosure of the user 

description scheme, analogous to the claimed profile database, at col. 5, line 36 
throi^h col. 6, line 22); 

b) transferring the viewer profile from the viewer location to a television service provider 

(see disclosure that the program, system and/ or user description scheme, analogous to 
the claimed viewer profile, can be transmitted over a network, for example, to the 
transmission source, at col. 8, lines 1-8); 

c) accessing the viewer profile transferred to the television service provider at a television 

service provider location (see disclosure of the user description scheme, analogous to 
the claimed profile database, at col. 5, line 36 through col. 6, line 22; see also 
disclosure that the program, system and/ or user description scheme, analogous to the 
claimed viewer profile, can be transmitted over a network, for example, to the 
transmission source, at col. 8, lines 1-8); 

d) transferring a television signal from the television service provider location to each viewer 

location (see disclosure that the multimedia content can originate at, for example, 
broadcast television, cable television, satellite television, digital television, Internet 
broadcasts, world wide web, data services and radio broadcasts, all of which are 
inherently transmitted to a plurality of receivers, col. 7, lines 55-63); 

e) transferring the preferred display component from the television service provider location 

to the viewer location of a particular viewer associated with the viewer profile (see col. 
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3, lines 48-59; see also col. 9, lines 48-52; see also col. 10, lines 31-37; see also 
disclosure that, for example, in response to the system description scheme being 
transferred to the content source, the content source provides the viewer with image, 
audio and/ or video content customized or otherwise suitable to the particular device, 
and furthermore that the user description scheme, analogous to the claimed viewer 
profile, can likewise be transferred to the content source, col. 8, lines 1-8); and 
f) processing the preferred display component for viewer consumption (see col. 2, line 65 
through col. 3, line 16; see also col. 4, lines 3-11; see also col. 7, lines 50-63). 

Besides simply using the profile database to provide customized program content, Sezan et 
aL also teaches the use of the user description scheme (analogous to the claimed profile database) to 
customize device settings, such as display brightness, contrast and volume (see col. 11, lines 6-22; see 
also col. 23, lines 1-7). 

Sezan et aL does not explicitly teach a method for customizing television content further 
comprising receiving supplemental data from a display component database, and integrating the 
received television signal and said preferred display component for combining display to a viewer. 

Banker et aL, however, teaches a method for customizing television content further 
comprising receiving supplemental data from a display component database (see coL 3, lines 30-47), 
and integrating the received television signal and said preferred display component for combining 
display to a viewer (see col 3, lines 30-47 and lines 57-65). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the references, since they are both of the same field of endeavor, that is, the delivery of 
desired multimedia content to a subscriber television from a multimedia data repository (see Sezan 
et al., Abstract; see also Banker et al.. Abstract). 

It would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Sezan et al. to provide the ability to integrate content from 
multiple media sources, since this would enable the display of multiple services of text and video 
simultaneously without requiring an additional tuner and without occupying more than a single band 
of the broadband television s^nal, as well as enabling several different virtual chaimels to be defined 
from the composite video signal, which has the advantage of providing the subscriber nimierous 
different services without a corresponding increase in bandwidth (see Banker et al., col. 5, lines 1- 
9). 

15. Regarding claims 2, 8 and 12, Sezan et al. additionally teaches an apparatus and method for 
customizing television content, further comprising a profile module for receiving viewer 
demographic information (see disclosure that the user description scheme, analogous to the claimed 
viewer profile, can be generated and updated by direct user input, col. 11, lines 43-47), and 
generating the viewer profile according to the viewer demographic information (see col. 11, lines 43- 
47). 



16. Regarding claim 5, Sezan et al. additionally teaches an apparatus for customizing television 
content, wherein the filter module comprises a selection algorithm operable to select a preferred 
display component according to the viewer profile and the supplemental data (see col. 3, lines 48-59; 
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see ako col. 9, lines 48-52; see also col, 10, lines 31-37; see also description of the search, filtering 
and browsing (SFB) module, col. 9, lines 9-26). 

17. Regarding claims 16, 18 and 20, Banker et al. additionally teaches a method and apparatus 
for customizing television content wherein the decoded television signal is displayed in a first display 
area and the preferred display component is displayed in a second display area (see col. 4, lines 23- 
32; see also col. 15, line 54 through col. 16, line 16; see also Figures 4A, 4B and 4Q. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
display the decoded television signal in a first display area and the preferred display component in a 
second display area, since this allows the display of two or more distinct multi- service virtual 
channels from a single channel of broadband television signal (see col. 4, lines 29-32). 

18. Regarding claims 17, 19 and 21, Banker et al. additionally teaches a method and apparatus 
for customizing television content wherein said supplemental data is extracted from said decoded 
television signal (see col. 4, lines 57-62). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
extract said supplemental data from said decoded television signal, since this allows the user to 
display a combination of video and text senaces simultaneously (see col. 3, lines 48-52). 
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19. Qaims 3, 9 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sezan et 
al. (U.S. Patent 6,236,395) in view of Banker et al. (U.S. Patent 5,485,221) as applied to claims 1, 2, 
5, 6, 8, 11, 12 and 16-21 above, and further in view of Goldberg et al. (U.S. Patent 5,823,879), 

20. Regarding claims 3, 9 and 13, Sezan et al. and Banker et al. teach a method and apparatus 
for customizing television content substantially as claimed. 

Neither Sezan et al. nor Banker et al. teach a method and apparatus for customizing 
television content wherein said profile module is operable a demographic template to the viewer for 
receiving the viewer demographic information. 

Goldberg et al., however, teaches a method and apparatus for customizing television 
content wherein said profile module is operable a demographic template to the viewer for receiving 
the viewer demographic information (see col. 25, lines 4-7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the references, since they are concerned with the same field of endeavor, that is, targeting 
content based on demographic content (see Sezan et al., Abstract; see also Banker et al.. Abstract; 
see also Goldberg et al., col. 21, lines 36-41). 

It would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use a template to input viewer demographic data, since templates are efficient 
mechanisms for allowing the manual input of data. 
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21. Qaims 4, 10 and 14 are rejected xrnder 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sezan et 
al. (U.S. Patent 6,236,395) in view of Banker et al. (U.S. Patent 5,485,221) as applied to claims 1, 2, 
5, 6, 8, 11, 12 and 16-21 above, and fuither in view of Goldberg et al. (U.S. Patent 5,823,879) in 
view of Dedrick (U.S. Patent 5,717,923). 

22. Regarding claims 4, 10 and 14, Sezan et al. and Banker et al. teach a method and apparatus 
for customizing television content substantially as claimed, including a teaching that the viewer 
profile contains demographic categories including age and gender (see col. 24, lines 1-10). 

Neither Sezan et al. nor Banker et al. explicidy teach a method and apparatus wherein the 
demographic categories include marital status, education level, nor income level. 

Goldberg et al., however, teaches a method and apparatus wherein the demographic 
categories include marital status, education level, and income level (see col. 21, line 63 through col. 
22, line 15). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the references, since they are concerned with the same field of endeavor, that is, targeting 
content based on demographic content (see Sezan et al.. Abstract; see also Banker et al., Abstract; 
see also Goldberg et al., col. 21, lines 36-41). 

It would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the claimed demographic categories, since this would allow advertisers to 
effectively target their advertising to those customers that would be more likely to be receptive to 
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the advertisement (see Goldberg et aL, col. 4, lines 9-31), thus increasing the cost effectiveness of 
his advertising dollars. 

None of Sezan et aL, Banker et al. nor Goldbeig et al, explicitly teaches a method and 
apparatus wherein the demographic categories include race and sexual preference. 

Dedrick, however, teaches a method and apparatus wherein the demographic categories 
include race (see disclosure of the use of demographics including vital statistics, col. 3, lines 44-46) 
and sexual preference (see disclosure of the use of demographics including psychographic 
information comprising lifest)4e and behavioral characteristics, col 3, lines 46-50). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the references, since they are concemed with the same field of endeavor, that is, targeting 
content based on demographic content (see Sezan et aL, Abstract; see also Banker et aL, Abstract; 
see also Goldbeig et aL, coL 21, lines 36-41; see also Dedrick, Abstract). 

It would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the claimed demographic categories, since this would' allow advertisers to 
effectively target advertisements to users that are more Ukely to respond to siaid advertisements (see 
Dedrick, col. 16, lines 6-22), thus increasing the cost effectiveness of his advertising dollars. 

23. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sezan et al. (U.S. 
Patent 6,236,395) in view of Banker et aL (U.S. Patent 5,485,221) as applied to claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8, 
11, 12 and 16-21 above, and further in view of Herz et aL[l] (U.S. Patent 5,758,257). 
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24. Regarding claim 7, Sezan et al. and Banker et aL teach a method for customizing television 
content substantially as claimed. 

Neither Sezan et ai, nor Banker et al. explicidy teach a method for customizing television 
content wherein said step of selecting a preferred display component includes the automatic 
selection of a preferred display component based on an analysis of the viewer profile and received 
abbreviated reference. 

Herz et aL[l]5 however, teaches a method for customizing television content wherein said 
step of selecting a preferred display component in accordance with the viewer profile and 
supplemental data includes: 

a) transmitting an abbreviated reference associated with a specific display component to the 

viewer from the television service provider (see description of the content profile, 
analogous to the claimed abbreviated reference, col. 11, lines 30-58; see also disclosure 
that the content profiles are periodically downloaded as part of the electronic program 
guide, col. 24, line 66 through col. 25, line 2); 

b) automatically selecting an abbreviated reference via the computing platform at a viewer 

location in accordance with the viewer profile (see extensive discussion of the 
calculation of an agreement matrix between the content profile/ abbreviated reference 
and the customer profile/ viewer profile, col. 19, line 5 through col. 22, line 6); 

c) requesting at the viewer location a preferred display component associated with the 

abbreviated reference from the television service provider (see disclosure that 



Application/Control Number: 09/713,432 Page 17 

Art Unit: 2177 

preferred video programming is scheduled for transmission from the head end from 
the available video programming, col. 25, lines 19-30 and 49-53; see also col. 6, lines 
14-35); and 

d) transmitting the preferred display component from the television service provider to the 
viewer location (see disclosure that preferred video programming is scheduled for 
transmission from the head end from the available video programming, col. 25, lines 
19-30 and 49-53; see also col. 6, lines 14-35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the references, since they are all concemed with the same field of endeavor, that is, the 
delivery of desired multimedia content to a subscriber television from a multimedia data repository 
(see Sezan et al., Abstract; see also Banker et al.. Abstract; see also Heiz et al.[l], Abstract). 

It would have been furthermore obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the automatic selection and delivery of content that matches the viewer 
profile, since this would preclude the need for the user to actively select the desired programming 
(see Hetz et al.[l], col. 2, lines 13-18), thus providing the advantage of presenting programming 
content that is of interest to the user without requiring him to peruse possible programming choices 
and selecting between thenx 

25. Claim 15 is rejected imder 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sezan et al. (U.S. 
Patent 6,236,395) in view of Banker et al. (U.S. Patent 5,485,221) as applied to claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8, 
11, 12 and 16-21 above, and further in view of Heiz et al.[2] (U.S. Patent 5,754,938), 
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26. Regarding claim 15, Sezan et al. and Banker et aL teach a method for customizing 
television content substantially as claimed. 

Neither Sezan et al. nor Banker et al. explicidy teach a method for customizing television 
content wherein the step of transferring the viewer profile from the viewer location to a television 
service provider transfers less than all of the information contained within the viewer profile from 
the viewer location to the television service provider. 

Heiz et al.[2], however, teaches a method for customizing television content wherein the 
step of transferring the viewer profile from the viewer location to a television service provider 
transfers less than all of the information contained within the viewer profile from the viewer 
location to the television service provider (see discloisure that a user may dictate which aspects of his 
target profile interest summary are transmitted to the information source, and furthermore that the 
user's true identity is not transmitted to the information source, col. 5, lines 34-59, and particularly 
lines 53-59). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the references, since they are all concerned with the same field of endeavor, that is, the 
delivery of desired multimedia content to a subscriber television from a multimedia data repository 
(see Sezan et aL, Abstract; see also Banker et aL, Abstract; see also Heiz et aL[2], Abstract). 

It would have been furthermore obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to allow users to transmit less than all of the viewer profile, since this allows users the 
ability to maintain their privacy (see Herz et aL[2], coL 5, lines 34-46) . 
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Response to Arguments 

27. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

28. Furthemiore, Applicant's aiguments regarding claim 15 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The claim limitations state that less than all of the information contained within the viewer 
profile is transferred from the viewer location to the television sendee provider. 

The cited portions of Herz et al.[2] state that the viewer profile is transferred via a proxy 
server which disassociates the user's true identity from the viewer profile information before passing 
the information along to the television sendee provider (see col. 5, lines 34-59, and particularly lines 
50-55). In this way, less than all information is transferred from the viewer location to the television 
sendee provider. 

Furthermore, Herz et al.[2] teaches that the user controls access to the target interest 
profile summary and/ or user profiles (analogous to the claimed viewer profile). This is another way 
in which less than all information is transferred from the viewer location to the television sendee 
provider. 

Conclusion 

29. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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Freeman et al. (U.S. Patent 5,861,881) teaches as prior art a system that provides a program 
that can be watched on a conventional television, whereby the viewer can receive personalized audio 
and video graphics overlayed on the screen. 

Heiz et al. (U.S. Patent 6,088,722) teaches a system for automatically scheduling receipt of 
desirable movies and other forms of data through the use of content profiles and viewer profiles. 

Barton et aL (U.S. Patent 6,233,389) teaches a system that allows a user to store selected 
television broadcast programs while the user is simultaneously watching or reviewing another 
program- 

Eldering et aL (U.S. Patent 6,457,010) teaches a subscriber characterizarion system in which 
the subscriber's requests are transmitted to a server which fulfills those requests and performs 
monitoring of the subscriber requests for subsequent characterization of the subscriber. 

Thrift (U.S. Patent 6,510,557) teaches a Java television receiver, including an audio/ video 
overlay for combining displays from the Java television platform and television signals. 

30. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). AppKcantis 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed imtil after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
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calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Application/ Control Number 09/713,432 
Art Unit: 2177 



Page 22 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Luke S. Wassum whose telephone number is 703-305-5706. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday- Friday 8:30-5:30, alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
John E, Breene can be reached on 703-305-9790. The fax phone numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-746-7239 for regular communications and 
703-746-7238 for After Final communications. 

In addition, INFORMAL or DRAFT communications maybe faxed directiy to the examiner 
at 703-746-5658. 

Customer Service for Tech Center 2100 can be reached during regular business hours at 
(703) 306-5631, or fax (703) 746-7240. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900, 
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Art Unit 2177 
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